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INTRODUCTION 

Please state your name and business address. 

My name is Mike Luth. My business address is 527 East Capitol Avenue, 

Springfield, Illinois, 62701. 

What is your present position with the Illinois Commerce Commission 

(“Commission”)? 

I am currently an Economic Analyst in the=Ra$e@X@aHtna?&of~ the+ii&l 

Analysis Division. In that position, I review and analyze tariff filings by elect&% gas, 

water and wastewater utilities with regard to cost of service and rate design. I make 

recommendations to the Commission on such filings and participate in docketed 

proceedings~ as assigned. 

Please state your professional qualifications and work experience. 

I received a B.S. in Accounting from Illinois State University. I passed the Uniform 

C.P.A. examination in May of 1987. Since graduating, I have worked as an 

Assistant Property Manager with a real estate company and as a Field Auditor with 

the Wisconsin Department of Revenue. In October of 1990, I joined the Accounting 

Department of the Illinois Commerce Commission (“Commission”). In,June 1998, I 

transferred from the Accounting Department of the Commission to the .Rates 

Department. 
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Have you previously testified before the Illinois Commerce Commission? 

Yes, I have testified several times before the Commission on cost-of-service, rate 

design and revenue requirement. 

What is your assignment in this proceeding? 

My assignment in this proceeding includes the review and analysis of the allocation 

of costs between the affiliated companies of Consumers Illinois Water Company 

(“Cl” or the “Company”) and the effect of those allocations., upon the revenue 

requirement of the three divisions under review in this docket. The. three 

Consumers divisions under review in this docket are: Kankakee. Vermilion and 

Woodhaven Water. All three provide water service to their service areas. 

What is the purpose of,your direct testimony? 

I am proposing three adjustments to the Company’s proposed revenue requirement 

for each of the divisions under review. The adjustments pertain to the allocation of 

the Kankakee Corporate Office and the Vermilion Remittance Center, the allocation 

of insurance Expense, and total Service Company Billings and the allocation of 

those billings. 

Have you prepared any supporting schedules to be included with this direct 

testimony? 
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A. Yes; I have All are-identified as.lCC StaffExhibii 3.00, and are numbered and 

entitled as shown in the following table: 

Schedule 3.01 Staff Adjustment to Allocation of Corporate Office and 
Venilion Remittance Center 

Schedule 3.02 Staff Adjustmentto Allocation of Insurance Expense 

Schedule 3.03 Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 

General Overview of Adiustmente to Allocate&Costq 

Q. How are costs allocated to Cl divisions? 

A. All costs that are subject to the adjustments that I am proposing are allocated on the 

basis of number of customers. Plant-in-Service, Accumulated Reserve for 

Depreciation and Depreciation Expense associated with the Kankakee Corporate 

Office and the Vermilion Remittance Center are allocated to the Cl divisions, 

including Kankakee. Vermilion and Woodhaven Water. 

As part of the Philadelphia Suburban Corporation (‘PSC”) organization, Cl is also 

allocated or charged for services provided specifically or generally on behalf of Cl 

by PSC, Philadelphia~,Sublrrban-Wate~ompany;(”PSW”r:and~~meter 

Company (“CWC), alhof whemareothercompanies withinthe PSC organization. 

Service Company costs billed to Cl arethen allocated to the:CI divisions on the 

basis of number of customers. 

3 



Docket Nos. 00-0337/00-0338100-0339, Consolidated 
ICC Staff Exhibit 3.00 

58 Q. Is there any common element to each of your three adjustments? 

59 A. Yes. Each adjustment is based, at least in part, upon the inclusion of the ,CI 

60 Candlewick Sewer division in the allocation. As shown on pre-filed Company 

61 workpaper WP A-5, Candlewick Sewer was not included in the determination of the 

62 Company’s Number of Customers allocation factor. As part of the Cl organization, 

63 Candlewick Sewer should be allocated all costs that are allocated on a general 

64 basis to the Cl divisions. The adjustments to the allocation of the Corporate Oftice, 

65 Vermilion Remittance Center (Schedule 3.01) and Insu~nce;Expens~~~edwle-: 

66 3.02) are based in their respective entireties upon the inclusion of Candlewick 

61 Sewer in the determination of the Number of Customers allocation factor. The 

68 number of Candlewick Sewer customers also affects the adjustment to Service 

69 Company Billings (Schedule 3.03). but is not the basis for the entire amount of the 

70 adjustment. 

Corporate Office and Vermilion Remittance Center-Schedule 3.01 

71 Q. Please explain Schedule 3.01, Staff Adjustment to Allocation of Corporate Office 

72 and Vermilion RemittanceCenter. 

73 A. Schedule 3.01 presents my adjustment to the allocation of the Kankakee Corporate 

14 Office and the Vermilion Remittance Center. As discussed in the previeusseotion, 

15 the adjustment reduces the amount that should be allocated to the Kankakee, 

16 Vermilion and Woodhaven Water divisions based upon the inclusion of Candlewick 



71 

78 

19 

80 

81 

82 

83 

84 

85 

86 

87 

88 

89 

90 

91 

92 

93 

94 

95 

96 

97 

Docket Nos. 00-0337/00-0338/00-0339, Consolidated 
ICC Staff Exhibit 3.00 

Sewercustomers in determining the Number of Customers allocation~factor: Page 

3 of Schedule 3.01 calculates the Number of Customers, or Customer Count, 

allocation factor for the Cl divisions, and corrects Company pre-filed workpaper WP 

A-5 so that the number of Candlewick Sewer customers is included in the 

calculation of the Number of Customers allocation factor. The revised Customer 

Count allocation factors for the Kankakee, Vermilion and Woodhaven divisions on 

page 3 of Schedule 3.01 are carried forward to pages 1 and 2 of Schedule 3.01, 

and reduce ‘the allocations to those distdcts~ ~of Plant-in-Service,. Depreoiation 

Expense and Reserve for~Accumulated Depreciation from the Kankakee Corporate 

Office and the Vermilion RemittanceCenter. 

Each Plant-in-Serviceaccount number is shown across the top of pages 1 and 2 of 

Schedule 3.01. The, allocations to the Kankakee, Vermilion and,,, Woodhaven 

Divisions are shown separately, with the adjustment to Plant-in-Service calculated 

first for each division because it serves as the basis for the adjustment to 

Depreciation Expense, which is shown next within each division. The Company’s 

proposed Depreciation rate is applied to the amount of the adjustment to each 

allocated Plant-in-Serviceaccount in order to calculate the effect upon Depreciation 

Expense resulting from a reduced allocation of depreciable Plant-in-Service: The 

adjustment to the Reservefor Accumulated Depreciation (“Reserve”) is showrrlast 

within each division. The adjustment to the Reserve is based upon the Plant-in- 

5 
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Service adjustment factor, which is the Plant-in-Service adjustmentdivided by the 

Company’s proposed allocation of Plant-in-Service. Since the amount of the 

Reserve is based in part upon the sum of annual Depreciation Expense taken on 

the associated Plant-in-Service account, it is appropriate to base an adjustment to 

the Reserve upon the adjustment to the Plant-in-Service account. 

The reduction of the allocation of Plant-in-Service reduces rate base for the 

Kankakee,~.Vermiljor~~.and Woodhave& divioignsr- theredeetieaof Depreciation 

Expensereduces operating and maintenance expense, and the reduction of the 

Reserve increases rate base. 

Insurance Expense - Schedule 3.02 

Please explain Schedule 3.02. 

Schedule 3.02 presents my adjustment to Insurance Expense, and is based upon 

the inclusion of Candlewick Sewer in the allocation to the Cl divisions. As 

discussed previously, Candlewick Sewer should be included in the allocation of 

costs to the Cl divisions, but was not in the Company’s calculation of revenue 

requirement. The Insurance Expense adjustment is based upon the Plant-in-Service 

adjustment factor ~determinedon Schedule-3.01. It is ,notclear how the Company 

allocated each of the different types ,of insurance shown on Company pre-filed 

Schedule C-l 7. The Plant-in-Service adjustment factor is a reasonable 

6 
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approximationof the effect upon Insurance Expense allocated to eachdivision when, 

Candlewick Sewer is included in the calculation of the allocation factor for:each type 

of insurance. 

Schedule 3.03 -Service Companv Billinqs 

Please explain Schedule 3.03, Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings. 

Schedule 3.03 presents my adjustment to the amount of expense allocated to the 

Kankakee, Vermitten andrwoodhaven divisionsresulting$rorn bil&g&eCi~by PSC, 

PSW and CWC. The adjustment is based upon two factors The first, is the 

inclusion of Candlewick Sewer customers in the calculation of the allocation factor 

by Cl. The second factor is the results of my review of PSC and PSW billings to Cl 

during 1999, which show that expenses that are not appropriate for recoverythrough 

rates were billed to Cl and included as arr operatingand~ maintenanosexpensein 

1999. Page 1 of Schedule 3.01 summarizes and totals the adjustment to Service 

Company billings. 

As discussed previously, Candlewick Sewer is not included in the allocation of 

costs by the Company in its pre-filed exhibits. As part of the Cl organization, 

Candlewick Sewer will be a recipient of some of the servioesprovided-by-PSC,~ 

PSW and CWC. To reasonably approximate the effect of Candlewick Sewer being, 

included in the allocation of costs to Cl divisions, I applied the Plant-in-Service 
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adjustment factor to the Company-proposed amounts allocated to the Kankakee, 

Vermilion and Woodhaven divisions. Application of this adjustment resulted,in an 

Adjusted Company Projected Test Year Service ,Company billings amount, shown 

near the top of page 2 of Schedule 3.03. 

The Adjusted Company Projected Test Year Service Company billings amount was 

then adjusted by a Payroll Adjustment Factor and a Sundry Adjustment Factor, 

which are depicted on pages 2 and 3 of Schedule 3.03 and,supporteda pages 4 

through 7 of Schedule 3.03. The Payroll and Sundry Adjustment Factors- were 

determined through my review of a considerable portion of PSC and PSW billings 

to Cl in 1999 and early 2000. Costs that should not be recovered through rates but 

were billed to Cl during the period that I reviewed are shown on pages 4 through 7 

of Schedule 3.03. 

What costs billed to Cl did you find to be unallowable for recovery through rates? 

Several billings that I reviewed included lobbying-related or merger-related costs, 

neither of which ‘is appropriate for recovery through rates paid by Cl customers. 

Section 9-224 of the Public Utilities Acts denies recovery of lobbying-related costs 

through rates, and the Commission’s Order on the merger of Cl with PSC denied 

the recovery of merger-related costs through rates (Order, Docket No; 96-0602, 

dated January 21, 1999, pages 6 and 7). Part of two billings for audit costs should 

8 



. 

159 

160 

161 

162 

163 

164 

165 

166 

167 

168 

169 

170 

171 

172 

173 

174 

175 

176 

177 

178 

179 

Docket Nos. OO-0337/00-0338/00-0339. Consolidated 
ICC Staff Exhibit 3.00 

not have been billedto Cl beeawsethe audits covered: in part, theEmployee Benefit 

Plans for PSC and PSW for the yearended December,~31, 1998 and,also the 

financial statements for PSC for the quarter ended March 31, 1999. Since the 

merger of CWC with PSC was not completed until early March 1999, Cl should not 

be billed for audit costs of PSC and PSW Employee Benefits Plans and financial 

statements for periods preceding the merger date. 

Page 7 of Schedule 3.03 details the bil1ings.for.a PSW employee to Cl,: My review 

of the billings for that employee in 1999 indicates that most of the labor and sundry- 

related costs associated with that employee were both specifically and generally 

lobbying-related. The primary purpose of the employee’s travel to Illinois was to 

host dinners and presentations for legislators in Springfield and Chicago. A large 

portions of the~employ&s labor costs that~ weregenereUy~aJlecf?tedto Illinoi%r-rather 

than specifically charged to Illinois, were described as “Legislative Affairs”. Other 

labor costs for the employee were labeled “Communications”, which does not 

provide an adequate basis for determining whether the activities fitting that 

description are allowable for recovery through rates. Given that the employee’s 

other activities for Cl were clearly lobbying-related, and that lobbying involves 

communication, I eliminated-~all.,costs,-thst, I identified as being~assooiated with that 

employee from recovery throughcl rates. 

9 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

Why is your projection of unallowable costs billed. by Services Companies 

appropriate? 

The PSC, PSW and CWC costs billed to Cl include labor (service) and sundry, 

which were generally incidental non-labor expenses, although a few labor costs 

were included. The elements of the billings are numerous and billed to Cl every 

month. I reviewed several months of PSC and PSW billings to Cl during 1999 and 

early 2000, but not all. Making a complete review nearly impossible are 

descriptionssuch as “Business Planning” and ‘Federal Express!: andXorporate . 

Accounting”for many line items of costs. Those descriptions. though brief and easy 

to present in a summary of costs, do not adequately describe what business 

activities were planned, what was sent in each Federal Express package, or what 

corporate accounting issues were covered during the labor time billed. It is likely 

that ‘Business Planning”, “Federal Express”, and “CorporeteAsceuntingr induded 

the planning, support or accounting for lobbying and merger-related activities. 

Certainly, it is not possible to determine from those descriptions whether the costs 

are properly allocable to Cl at all. Since it would be virtually impossible for an 

outside reviewerto analyze all aspects of every CWC, PSC and PSW billing to Cl, a 

projection of a focused review is a reasonable measure of the mix of Service 

Company costs that are billed over the test year. 

How did you project the unallowable expenses in the Service Company billings that 

IO 
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you reviewed~to the k&year? 

In order,to convert the findings of my review to the full amount of test year Service 

Company billings, I calculated the percentage of unallowable expenses that were 

labor-related compared to total labor billings that I reviewed, as shown on page 4 of 

Schedule 3.03. That percentage was applied to the percentage of labor-related 

billings for the test year. Page 6 of Schedule 3.03 shows the percentages of labor- 

related billings from CWC, and the combination of PSC and PSW. Page 6 also 

shows-the:,percentages~;of CWC~, PSC and PSW billings~ during 1999,, and was 

carried forward to page 2 of Schedule 3.03 where the percentages were applied to 

the test year amount of Service Company billings proposed by the Company. The 

same process was completed on pages 3 and 6 of Schedule 3.03 to measure 

sundry-related CWC, PSC and PSW billings in the test year. 

Why is appropriate to project the findings from your review of 1999 and 2000 

Service Company billings to a 2001 test year7 

It is appropriate to project the findings from my review of 1999 and 2000 Service 

Company billings to a 2001 test year because the 2001 test year has not yet 

occurred. 1999 and most of 2000 have occurred. The test year amount of Service 

Company billings proposed by the Company is not significantly changed from 1999 

and 2000. The $103,593 reduction in Service Company billings to Cl in the ,year 

2000 compared to the year 1999 is similar to the $101,250 or more in PSC Rate 

11 
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Case Expanses projected for this rate-case bythe~~company, whichwitkoccur to a 

large degree in the year 2000 (Company Schedule C-IO). 

A good measure of whether the expenses from a projected test year are allowable 

is to review recent, similar costs that have actually occurred. My projection of 

unallowable expenses meets that standard and is reasonable because it is based 

upon a comparison of the test year amount to the amounts that were billed during 

the recentperiods that I reviewed. 

Q. Does this conclude your direct testimow 

A. Yes, it does. 

12 
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Schedule 3.02 

Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Allooation of Insurance Expense 

For the test year ending December 31,200l 

Insurance Expense, per Company 

Candlewick Sewer Reduction Factor 

Adjustment 

Woodhaven~ 
Kankakee Vermilion m 

5 122,431 $ 117,410 5 6,875 

(0.0389) (0.0389) (0.0389) (1) 

-mu 

(1) ICC Staff Exhibit 3.00, Schedule 3.01, page 1. 
= Schedule 3.01 adjustment divided by Company-proposed allocation of Corporate 

Cffice and Vermilion Remittance Center. 
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Schedule 3.03 
Page 1 of 7 

Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
FoMba@a+k%eadie~~~, 2001 

Kankakee Vermilion Woodhaven 

Summary of AdjustmMltdo,Servica,Com~~ Billings: 

Candlewick Sewer Allocation 5 (39,645) 5 (33,157) 5 (4,400) (I) 
Paymll-related Billings $ (64.139) 5 (53.643) 5 (7,119) (1) 
Sundry-related Billings 5 (63.564) 5 (53,162) 5 (7.059 (2) 

Total Adjustment 5 (167,348) 5 (139,962) 5 (18,574) 

(1) 
(2) 

From page 2 of this schedule 
From page 3 of this schedule 
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Schedule 3.03 
Page 2 of 7 

Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For theteabyearendi~~3.1.200a.. 

Test year~projectedSetiw..Company billings, 
Multiplied by: Candlewick Sewer Adjustment Factor 

Adjustment to Service Company Billings from 
Candlewick Sewer Allocation Factor 

Adjusted Company Projected Test Year Service Company Billings 

Pavroll-Related Service Comoanv Billinas: 

1999 CWC Billings to Illinois 

Test year CWC Billings to Illinois 
1999 Payroll-related CWC Billings to Illinois 

Test Year Payroll-related CWC Billings to Illinois 

1999 PSC and PSW,Billings to Illinois 
Multiplied by: Adjusted test year projected Service Company billings 

1999 PSC and PSW Billings to~~lllinois 
1999 Payroll-related PSC and PSW Billings to Illinois 

Test Year Payroll-related PSC and PSW Billings to Illinois 

Combined CWC, PSC and PSW Payroll-related 

Billings to Illinois 
Multiplied by: Payroll Adjustment Factor for Service Billings 

Adjustment to Payroll-related Service Company Billings 

51,019,210 5 652,416,, $’ 113.124 (1) 
(0.0369) (0.0369) (0.0369) (2) 

$ (39,645) 5 (33,157) 5 (4,400) 

5 979,565 5 619,259 5 106.724 

0.77676 0.77876 0.77876 (3) 
$ 979,55&a 5 *,, 61@$%?3: : 5 .;z, 1 OS;724 

$ 762,647 5 636,007 5 64,670 
0.66636 0.66836 0.66636 (3) 

5 509.657 $ 426,419 5 56,590 

0.22124 0.22124 0.22124 (3) 
5 979,565 5 819,259 5 108.724 

5 216,71& 5 181;252 $ .: 24;964 
0.47908 0.47908 0.47906 (3) 

5 103.824 $ 66,634 5 11,524 

5 613,661 $ 513,252 $ 66,114 
(0.10452) (0.10452) (0.10452) (4) 

-mu 

(1) From Company Schedule,G4.1 
(2) ICC Staff Exhibit 3.00, Schedule 3.01, pages-l and-2. Percentage of adjustment to allaaetkmof Corperete 

Office and Vermilion Remittance Center resulting from indusion of Candlewiclc Sewer 
(3) This schedule, page 6 
(4) This schedule, page 4 
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Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For the~tast~yea~~ding9ewmkr31, 2001 

Sundrv-related Service Cow 

1999 CWC Billings to Illinois 
Multiplied by: Adjusted test year projected Service Company billings 

Test year CWC Billings to Illinois 
1999 Sundry-related CWC Billings to Illinois 

Test Year Sundry-related CWC Billings to Illinois 

1999 PSC and PSW Billings to Illinois 
Multiplied by: Test year projected Sewice Company billings 

1999 PSC arid PSW Billings to Illinois 
1999 Sundry-related PSC and PSW Billings to Illinois 

Test Year Payroll-related PSC and PSW Billings to Illinois 

Combined CWC, PSC and PSW Sundry-related 
Billings to Illinois 

Multiplied by: Sundry Adjustment Factor for Servica Billings 

Adjustment to Sundry-related Sewice Company Billings 

(1) This schedule, page 6 
(2) This schedule. page 5 

0.77876 0.77876 0.77876 (1) 
$ 979,565 $ 819,259 $ 108,724 

$ 762,847 $ 638,007 $ 84.670 
0.33164 0.33164 0.33164 (1) 

$ 252,990 $ 211.588 $ 28,080 

0.22124 0.22124 0.22124 (1) 
$ 979,565 $ 819,259 $ 108.724 

$ 216,718 $~ 181.252.: $~ 24$X54 
0.52092 0.52092 0.52092 (1) 

$ 112,893 $ 94,418 5 12,530 

$ 365,884 $ 308,007 $ 40,610 
(0.17373) (0.17373) (0.17373) (2) 

- -(59.162)$- 
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Schedule 3.03 
Page 3 of 7 
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Schedule 3.03 
page4oi7 

Consumers lllkwis Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For the test year ending December 31.2001 

- Review of Philadelphia Suburban Corporation (“PSC”) and Philadelphia Suburban Watw~Compwy&PSWY BiNagw 

Service (Payroll) Billings: 

lllinois Hews billed Hourly Amount billed 
!ci!?m - t!J-ua Bats t!Luwa 

Cummings 

Riegkr 

Rubin 
Stahl 

Stahl 

Rubin 

JerdOn 
Umpilak 
MoUlister 

02/2000 PSC MD &A analysis 4 
MD&A #S for Bob Rubin 9 
Corporate water acquisitions I 

3 
2 
4 
1 
3 
5 

07/1999 PSC Merger costs accounting 
0511999 PSC Meeting w/Shank on integration of COnsumem 

Meeting WNDB. Smelher, et al. 
on integration of Consumers 

Review of pooling issues MI Consumen merger 
WI999 PSC Legal matters, aquisitiun organization 

Legal ma&xs. minority shareholder issue 
Review tax merger wst 
Merger costs amortization 
Merger cams review 

rw2000 PSC Corporate water acquisitions 
0412000 PSW Corporate water aquisilions 

Acquisition and gmwih 

Divided by: Total Paymll Reviewed 
May 1999 PSW $ 7.332.26 
May 1999 PSC $ 12.440.07 
July 1999 PSC $ 9.210.78 
September 1999 PSW $ 3,x24.71 
December 1999 PSC 8 9.777.82 

December 1999 PSW $ 6.681.29 
February 2000 PSC $ 10.814.60 
Apil2000 PSC $ 16.399.52 
April 2000 PSW s 13.616& 

0.1125 0.45 $ -,26.14 $ 
0.1125 f.01 $ 26.14 $ 
0.1125 0.11 s 66.67 s 
0.1125 0.34 5 66.67 $ 
0.1125 0.23 5 66.67 5 
0.1125 0.45 $ 88.67 $ 
0.1125 0.11 $ 88.67 $ 
0.1125 0.34 0 66.67 5 
0.1125 0.56 5 66.67 $ 

I.14 $ 45.65 $ 
0.27 S 89.64 $ 

II.76 
26.47 

9.96 
29.93 
19.95 
39.90 

9.98 
29.93 
49.88 
52.27 
24.20 

0.60 $ 89.64 $ 71.71 
0.11 $ 89.64 $ 9.86 
l.ow~~$ 9857 $ 104.59 
1.06 $ 98.67 $ 104.59 
0.23 $ 82.09 $ 16.66 
0.34 $ 82.09 $ 27.91 
0.46 $ 82.09 $ 37.76 
2.41 E 47.14 $ 113.61 
0.90 $ 60.60 $ 64.72 
0.23 0 25.52 $ 5.67 

$ 653.74 

$ 90.099.61 

0.00948 
Plus: Percentage of Lobbying Employee Payroll to lllinais 0.09504 

Sewioe Company Paymll adjustment factor 0.10452 
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Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For the test year ending December 31,ZOOi 

Sundry Billings: 

Illinois.. Amount billed 
Lllmat- m 

0711999 PSC American Express. N DeSenedidus, Fruit baskeWLegislators 55.77 
KPMG Mamick. audit fees (I) 5 25,333.33 0.1144 : 2.898.13 

0711999 PSW Brian 0~4) - bonus (lobbying) 8 5.ooo.00 

s 7.95390 
Divided by: Detailed Sundry Billings Reviewed, May 1999 

through March 2000 5 145.337.35 

0.05473 
Plus: Lobbying employee billings to Illinois 0.11900 

Sewice Company Sundry adjustment fador 0.17373 

(1) KPMG Mawick adjustme*t~J&wsera~ 2C)rdrQfa $2aioooforlhe~t~ofu’P~ and PSWemplo~a 

yearended December 31.1998, + a 512,000 bill fortheaudit of PSC financial statements for the quarterended Mati 31,1999. 
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Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For the test yearending December3?. 2001 

Billings to Consumers Illinois Water Company 

PSC and 
CWcPa”~ w cwc Total PSCPavrpll psC psW I!SH&n& E$kU&,l 

January 1999 $106.132.70 $ 33.799.82 $139.932.52 February 1999 $111,524.39 5 55.653.70 $167,178.09 : : 

March 1999 5 - April 1999 $ 68,205.06 $ 34.157.64 $102.362.70 : : 
May 1939 5 - $ 12440.07 5 12.197.10 $ 7,33X28 I 3.562.97 $ 35.53242 
June 1999 5 56.51324 $ 32.061.46 $ 88,564.69 3 11.104.63 $ 721.46 $ 9.301.96 5 2.811.19 $ 23.939.44 
Julv 1999 5 - 5 9210.78 $ 18.460.57 5 kO72.62 5 16.123.68 5 49.867.65 
August 1999 
September 1999 
octob.3 1999 
November 1999 
December 1999 
January 2000 
Februaly 2000 
March2000 
April 2000 (1) 

: : 5 5 11,611.69 8.034.45 5 5 16.706.28 4.900.12 $ $ 5.014.76 3.624.71 5 5 3.631.64 6.669.13 5 $ 331367.13 26,905.65 
5 31,762.32 5 31,426.08 5 63.188.40 $ 9.554.89 5 3,lfZ.OO 5 2.734.57 $ 8,241.19 5 23.67265 

5 - $ 9.729.26 5 11.422.80 5 11.206.00 5 6.653.08 5 39.011.14 
$ 87,662.71 $ 42.165.06 5130.047.77 5 9.777.82 5 6.042.83 $ 6.681.29 5 24.181.31 $ 46.663.25 

; : 5 5 10,814.60 8348.90 $ 5 13.325.04 8.397.59 $ $ 5.657.59 6.235.10 $ 5 4t687.60 11923.74 $ $ 32.819.13 27.371.03 
5 - 5 18.831.14 5 1.951.67 $ 12342.74 5 742.64 5 33.868.19 
5 - $ 16.399.52,~ 5 10.938.19 5 13,61&6&-$ 4,11i:8%.~5~46,$68.08 

z2!aa!u16229.253.75--81.493.79$73.583.16- 

so.33164 0292090.283670.186980.25726 

0.47908 0.52092 

(1) No detail provided by the Company for npdl2006 PSC sundry billing. 

Totat 1999 SiHingZ 

Consumers Water Company 5 1,110.277.26 0.77876 
Philadelphia Suburban 5 315.419.84 0.22124 

5 1,425,697.10 
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Consumers Illinois Water Company 
Staff Adjustment to Service Company Billings 
For the test year ending December 31.2001 

- Billings:forPSW Lobbying Employee 

Services Sundries m 

May 1999 
June 1999 
July 1999 
August 1999 
September 1999 
October 1999 
November 1999 
December 1999 
January 2000 
February 2000 
March 2000 
April 2009 

$ 1,773.12 $ 3.52166 
(1) $ 2,103.15 

$ 498.69 $ 8.054.98 
$ 609.51 $ 514.89 
$ 609.51 
$ 57.62 
$ 2,304.80 
$ 516.58 $ 3,100.47 
$ 641.53 
s 782.21 
$ 842.38 
$ 2,226.29 

$ 5295.00 
$ 2.103.15 
$ 8,553.67 
$ 1,124.40 
$ 609.51 
$ 57.62 
$ 2,304.80 
$ 3,619.05 
$ 541.53 
$ 782.21 
$ 842..38 
$ 2,226.29 

s (2) $17.295.37 (3) 828.059.61 

(1) No June 1999 payroll provided for Philadelphia Suburban Water 

(2) Lobbying employee represents .09504 of Services (payroll) billings to 
Illinois for themonths of May 1999 through April 2000, excluding 
June 1999. 

(3) Lobbying employee represents .I 1900 of Sundry billings to Illinois 
for the months of May 1999 through April 2000. 


